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TO JAMES PAUL, 


Or BursLepon, 1N Lower DusB.in Town- 
suip, IN PHILADELPHIA CouNTY, IN THE 
SraTE OF PENNSYLVANIA; ON MATTERS 
peLaATING TO Her Royau HIGHNESS THE 
Princess or WALEs. 


Letter HI. 


Botley, 9th March, 1813. 
My dear Friend, 

It is now seventeen years since I first 
took pen inhand, with an intention of send- 
ing the production of it to the press; and, 
certainly, I never did, from that day to 
this, experience more satisfaction in sitting 
down to write, than I do at this moment, 
in the full assurance, that the present Num- 
ber of my Register will convey to you and 
tothe world a thorough conviction of the 
innocence of the injured Princess of Wales, 
and of the baseness, the unparalleled black- 
heartedness, of her calumniators. 

At the out-set of my last leiter, having 
wecasion to revert to the period of the sepa- 
ration of the Princess and the Prince, | 
observed to you, that it was said, that 
there was a Lefler in existence upon the 
subject; and I ventured to predict, that, 
when that Letter should be published, the 





world would see the falsehood of all the in- 
famous tales, which, up to that period, the 
tongues of base parasites had been engaged 
m circulating, The Letter, or, a Leller, 
dated about the timé referred to, and upon 
the subject referred’to, has, since my last, 
been published in fhe London news- papers ; 
and also a Letter of the Princess in answer 
thereunto. I will say nothing myself as to 
the authenticity of these documents; but, 
as they have obtained general circulation, 
through the means of the préss; and, as 


their authenticity has not been called in | 


question, in print at least, I take them for 
authentic, and,. viewing them in this light, 
I shall insert them here. 


Leller from the Prince to the Princess of 
Wales. 


Windsor Gastle, April 30, 1796. 
Mapaw,—As Lord Cholmondeley. in- 
ms me that you wish 1 would define, in 





Writing, the terms upon which we are to 
live, I shall endeavour to explain myself 
upon that head with as much clearness, and 
with as much propriety, as the nature of the 
subject will admit. Our inclinations are 
not in our power; nor should either of us 
be held answerable to the other, because 
nature has not made us suitable to each 
other. Tranquil and comfortable society 
is, however, in our power; let our inter- 
course, therefore, be restricted to that, and 
I will distinetly subscribe to the condition 
which you required through Lady Chol- 
mondeley, that, even in the event of any ac- 
cident happening to my daughter—which I 
trust Providence in its mercy will avert— 
I shall not infringe the terms of the restric- 
tion, by proposing, at any period, a con- 
nexion of a more particular nature. I shall 
now finally close this disagreeable corres- 


pondence, trusting that, as we have com-» 


pletely explained ourselves to each other, 
the rest of our lives will be passed in unin- 
terrupted tranquillity. 
Iam, Madam, with great truth, 
Very sincerely your’s, 
(Signed) GEORGE P. 


ANSWER, 
The avowal of your conversation with 


| Lord Cholmondeley, neither surprises nor 


offends me. It merely confirmed what you 
tacitly insinuated for this twelvemonth. 
Sut after this, it would be a want of deli- 
cacy, or rather, an unworthy meanness ia 
me, were I to complain of those conditions 
which you impose upon yourself,——I 
should have returned no answer to your let- 
ter, if it had not been conceived in terms 
to make it doubtful whether this arrange- 
ment proceeds from you or from me; and 
you are aware thal the credil cf it belongs 
fo you alone.~-—— The letter which you 
announce to ine as the last, obliges me to 
communicate ‘o the King, as to my Sove- 
reign, and my Father, both your avowal 
and my answer. You will find enclosed 
the copy of my letter to the King. I ap- 
prize. you of it, that 1 may not incur t 

slightest. reproach of duplicity from you. 
Ag | have at this moment no protector but 
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His Majesty, I refer myself solely to him 
en this subject; and if my conduct meets 
his approbation, I shall be in some degree, 
at least, consoled. I retain every senti- 
meut of gratitude for the situation in which 
I find myself, as Princess of Wales, en- 
abled by your means to indulge in the free 
exercise of a virtue dear to my heart—I 
mean charity. It will be my duty like- 
wise to act upon another motive,—that of 
giving an example of patience and resigna- 
tion under every trial. Do me the jus- 
tice to believe, that I shall never cease to 
pray for your happiness, and to be 
Your much devoted, 
CAROLINE. 








6th of May, 1796. 


Upon these Letters I shall first observe, 
that we have here a fresh proof, and a most 
striking one it is, of the sound sense, the 
moderation, and delicacy of sentiment, of 
the Princess of Wales; and, for my part, I 
cannot help regarding it as most fortunate 
for this country, that its future sovereign 
had her early education under, and is said 
to entertain a most ardent affection for, such 
a mother. Another remark upon these 
Letters will, perhaps, be unnecessary ; 
namely, that their date shows them to have 
been written within thirleen months after 
the marriage took place, and, which is sin- 
gular enough, the Prince’s Letter is dated 
on the very day twelvemonth that the Par- 
liament were engaged in discussing His 
Majesty’s gracious message, relative to the 
provision to be made for the ‘* august 
** snouse’’ of his son, including the dis- 
charge of his debts, as necessary to his fu- 
ture comfortable establishment. In the 
midst of these melancholy reflections we 
must not, however, overlook the substantive 
fact, that, according to these Letters, it is 
manifest, that the propusition for a separa- 
tion originated with His Royal Highness. 
This is very material. This, together with 
the cause of separation, as stated in his 
Letter, clears all up to that interesting pe- 
riod, which is of very great consequence ; 
for there is no just man, who, in viewing 
the circumstances of the sequel, can possi- 
bly overlook the cause from which all has 
proceeded. You will have observed, too, 
that the base calumniators of the Princess 
have said, that the dare fact of her living 
in a state of separation from her husband 
amounts to a presumptive proof of her 
her How material is it, then, to be in- 

ormed rightly as to the real cause of that 
separation! If the separation had been 
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caused by any fault, or even any alleged 
fault, of the Princess, her case, at this day 
would have been very different indeed from 
what itis. But, the Prince’s Letter leaves 
no room for doubt upon this important 
point. It clears all up. If she had been 
the proposer of the separation, her case 
would have been very materially affected by 
it; for, though her imnocence must stil! 
have been acknowledged, the world might 
have said, that it was the separation which 
led to the charges, and that, therefore, she 
must thank herself for them. As the case 
now stands, she is quite free from even this 
imputation ; and, instead of agreeing with 
her enemies, that she has discovered rash- 
ness, our only wonder is, that she has, with 
so good a cause, been able so long to remain 
silent, especially when we reflect on the 
endless insinuations that have been thrown 
out against her. 

I must now crave your attention to the 
interesting proceedings which have taken 
place since my last letter to you went from 
under my hand. In the postscript to that 
letter, I noticed, and, indeed, I inserted, 
the Princess’s Letter to the Speaker of the 
House of Commons. It is stated, in print, 
that a similar Letter was sent to the Lord 
Chancellor, who is the speaker, or chair- 
man, of the House of Lords; but, it seems, 
that, for reasons which I attempt not to 
dive into, the Lord Chancellor did not 
communicate that Letter to the House, 
That Letter, as you will have seen, was 
occasioned by a Report, made to the Prince 
by certain members of what is called the 
Privy Council. And here I should give 
you some account of this Council. It con- 
sists of whomsoever the King pleases to 
name, and he generally makes all his Mi- 
nisters Privy Councillors.’ Some of the 
Bishops, too, and of the Judges generally 
belong to it. So that, especially if there 
occur frequent changes of Ministers, the 
Privy Council is rather a numerous body, 
consisting of persons of all parties, seeing 
that when once a man becomes a Privy 
Councillor, he always remains a Privy 
Councillor, except his name be expungeé 
from the list on account of some flagrant 
and scandalous offence. ’ 

But, when the Privy Council assembles, 
it is not to be understood that all the mem 
bers are present, or that they come promis: 
cuously. In fact, they do not come, unless 
they be summoned to come ; and, of court 
the King, or the Régent, causes to be sum 
moned those wiedibers abers, and those only; 
whom his Ministers advise him to-catise? 
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be summoned, I have entered into these 
particulars, in order to explain to you the 
nature of the body, whence the Report, 
which [am here about to insert, proceed- 


ed. You will see, that the Report itself 


states, that the persons who made it were 
specially summoned for the. purpose of 
taking the Princess’s Letter into their con- 


tegent thereon. 


Report, &c. to His Royal Highness the 
Prince Regent. 


The following Members of His Majesty’s 
most Honourable Privy Council, viz.— 
His Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
—The Right Hon. the Lord High Chan- 
cellor.—His Grace the Archbishop of York, 
—His Grace the Lord Primate of Ireland, 
—The Lord President of the Council,— 
The Lord Privy Seal,—The Earl of Buck- 
inghamshire,— The Earl Bathurst,—The 
Earl of Liverpool, —The Earl of Mulgrave, 
—The Viscount Melville,—The Viscount 
Sidmouth,—The Viscount Castlereagh,— 
The Right Hon. the Lord Bishop of Lon- 
don,—The Right Hon. Lord Ellenborough, 
Lord Chief Justice of the Court of King’s 
Beuch,—The Right Hon. the Speaker of 
the House of Commons,—The Right Hon. 
te Chancellor of the Exchequer,—The 
Right Hon, the Chancellor of the Duchy, 
—His Honour the Master of the Rolls,— 
The Right Hon. the Lord Chief Justice of 
the Court of Common Pleas,*—The Right 
Hon. the Lord Chief Baron of the Court of 
Exchequer,—The Right Hon. the Judge of 
the High Court of Admiralty,—The Right 
Hon, the Dean of the Arches,—Having 
been summoned by command of your 

oval Highness, on the 19th of February, 
10 meet at the office of Viscount Sidmouth, 
ccretary of State for the Home Depart- 
pent, a Communication was made by his 
; ordship to the Lords then present, in the 
Olowing terms: 

My Lorps—I have it in command from 

's Royal Highness the Prince Regent, to 
“quaint your Lordships, that a copy of a 
“ter from the Princess of Wales to the 
"ince Regent having appeared in a public 
‘per, which Letter refers to the proceed- 
ngs that took place in an inquiry instituted 
y Command of His Majesty, in the year 
806, and contains, among other matters, 
“ain animadversions upon the manner in 


a 
a 


,£ The Chief Justice of the Court of Common 
a Was prevented by indi n from at- 
"8, during any part of these proceedings. 








:- 


which the Prince Regent has exercised his 
undoubted right of regulating the conduct 
and education of his daughter the Princess 
Charlotte ; and His Royal Highness hav- 
ing taken into his consideration the said 
Letter so published, and adverting to the 
directions heretofore given by His Majesty, 
that the documents relating to the said 
Inquiry should be sealed up, and deposited 
in the office of His Majesty’s Principal 
Secretary of State; in order that His Ma- 
jesty’s Government sliould possess the 
means of resorting to them if necessary ; 
His Royal Highness has been pleased to 
direct, that the said Letter of the Princess 
of Wales, and the whole of the said docu- 
ments, together with the copies of other 
letters and papers, of which a schedule is 
annexed, should be referred to your Lord- 
Ships, being Members of His Majesty’s 
Most Honourable Privy Council, for your 
consideration ; and that you should report 
to His Royal Highness your opinion, whe- 
ther, under all the circumstances of the 
case, it be fit and proper that the inter- 
course between the Princess of Wales and 
her daughter, the Princess Charlotte, 
should continue to be subject to regulations 
and restrictions : Their Lordships ad- 
journed their Meetings to Tuesday the 23d 
February; and the intermediate days hav- 
ing been employed in perusing the docu- 








ments referred to them, by command of 
vour Royal Highness, they proceeded on 
that and the following day to the further 
consideration of the said documents, and 
have agreed to report to your Royal High- 
ness as follows :—-— 

In obedience to the commands of your 
Royal Highness, we have taken into our 
most serious consideration the Letter from 
Her Royal Highness the Princess of Wales 
to your Royal Highness, which has appear- 
ed in the public papers, and-has been re- 
ferred to us by your Royal Highness, in 
which Letter the Princess of Wales, amongst 
other matters, complains that the inter- 
course between Her Royal Highness and 
Her Royal Highness the Princess Char- 
lotte, has been subjected to certain re- 
strictions. We have also taken into 
our most serious consideration, together 
with the cther papers referred to us by 
your Roya Highness, all the documents 
relatiye to the Inquiry instituted in 1806, 
by command of His Majesty, into the truth 
of certain representations, respecting the 
conduct of Her Royal Highness the Princess 
of Wales, which appear to have been 
pressed upon the attention of your Royal 
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slightest foundation for such an asper. 


Highness, in consequence of the advice of 
Lord Thurlow, and upon grounds of public 
duty, by whom they were transmitted to 
His Majesty’s consideration. And your 
Royal Highness having been graciously 
pleased to command us to report our opi- 
nions to your Royal Highness, whether, 
under all the circumstances of the case, it 
be fit and proper, that the intercourse be- 
tween the Princess of Wales and her daugh- 
ter, the Princess Charlotte, should conti- 
nue to be subject to regulation and restraint. 
—-We beg Jeave humbly to report to 
your Royal Highness, that after a full ex- 
amination of all the documents before us, 
we are ef opinion, that under all the cir- 
cumstances of the case, it is highly ht and 
proper, with a view to the welfare of Her 
Royal Highness the Princess Charlotte, in 
which are equally involved the happiness 
of your Royal Highness in your parental 
and roval character, cznd the most impor- 
tant interests of the State, that the inter- 
course between Her Royal Highness the 
Princess of Wales aud Her Royal Highness 
the Princess Charlotte, should continue to 
be subject to regulation and restraint. —— 
We humbly trust that we may be permit- 
ted, without being thought to exceed the 
Jimits of the duty imposed on us, respect- 


sion. 


ELvon, 


E. Exsor, 


BAruurst, 
LIVERPOOL, 
MULGRAVE, 
MELVILLE, 





fully to express the just sense we entertain 
of tie motives by which your Royal High- 
ness has been actuated in the postponement 


of the confirmation of Her Royal Highness | 
the Princess Charlotte, as it appears, by | clusion ; in that case, also the report would 
a statement under the hand of Her Majesty | naturally have been confined to the perusal 
the Queen, that your Royal Highness has ; of the Prince and of his advisers an 
friends. If intended as an answer to tli 
will of His Majesty, who had been pleased | Letter of the Princess, it would, of course, 
be communicated to her ; and, if it failed 
|} to convince her that she was wrong, oF \’ 
|silence her complaints, there it was reac) 
for the justification of the Prince in th 
eyes of the nation and of the world. 
Assuming, therefore, as we safely m1, 
ght to be considered # 
the best answer that could be given to ti" 
complaint of Her Royal Highness, let“ 
now, my friend, inquire a little how far 
it ought to be considered as a satisfactory 


conformed in this respect to the declared 


to direct, that such ceremony should not 
take place till Her Royal Highness should 
have completed her 1Sth year. We 
also humbly trust that we may be further 
permitted to notice some expressions in the 
Letter of Her Royal Highness the Princess 
of Wales, which may possibly be construed 
as uaplying a charge of too serious a nature 
to be passed over without observation. We 
refer to the words—* suborned traducers.”’ 
As this expression, from the manner in 
which it is introduced, may, perhaps, be 
liable to misconstruction (however impos- 
sible it may be to suppose that it can have 
been so intended), to have reference to 
some part of the conduct of your Royal 
Highness, we feel it our bounden duty not 
{O omit this opportunity of declaring that 
the documents laid before us afford the 
most ample proof, that there is not the 








answer. 





SIDMOUTH, 

J. Lonpon, 
ELLENBOROUGH, 
Cuas. Asporr, 
N. VANSITraArr, 


C. CAnTuar, 


W. ARMAGH. 
Harrowsy, P.C. 
WestrmMoreLann,C.P.S. C. Batuunsr, 
BuCKINGHAMSHIRE, W. Grant, 
A. Macpowaxp, 
W. Scott, 
J. Nicwout. 
{A true copy) SIDMOUTH. 
Such was the report, made to the Prince 
Regent upon this occasion. 
in her Letter, inserted in the postscript to 
my last, states that a copy of this report 
had been transmitted to her by Lord Sid- 
mouth. Now, we must, I think, take it 
for granted, that this report was intended 
to be an answer to the Princess’s Letter of 
‘complaint respecting her exclusion from 
her daughter; for, if it were not intended 
to be such, why was a copy of it sent to 
her? If it had been intended solely for 
the purpose of satisfying the Prince, thet 
he had acted rightly in insisting upon such 
exclusion ; then, it would have been sul- 
| ficient to lay the report before him ; and i! 
| the intention had been to settle any doubi 
in his mind as to the propriety of the ex- 


The -Princess, 


that this report ou 











Her Royal Highness says, that she W% 
for a while, permitted to sce her daught® 
only once a week ; that she is at prest™ 
(that is to say, at the time of writing h¢ 
Letter) permitted to see her only once" 
two weeks, and that she has reason to 
prehend that even that degree of intercou" 
is about to be further contracted. 
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proceeds to remark that, though for- 


asper- : site had hitherto marked her conduct, 
though she had thus far consoled herself in 
ber yetirement with the consciousness of 
‘er innocence, she could now, no longer 
emain silent ; that her love for her child 
am od for her own honour called upon her to 
ath complain. Her reasoning was this: if, it 
<i becomes notorious to the whole world, as 
’ 


‘very soon must, that I am not permitted 
: io see my daughter ; that the Queen and 
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. my husband’s sisters are not only permit- 
ied to be with her as often as they please, 
bit that, she even lives amongst them, 
and is brought up under their eye; if this 

rH. fact become notorious to the whole world, 

Prince whal must that world think ofme? Her 

ee conclusion iS, that, if she continued to en- 

ipt to cure this without complaint, the world | 
report must think that the motive for her silence | 

d Sid. could be nothing Jess than the fear of an 

take it (wy into her conduct and an exposure 

sealed oi some sort of guilt of which she was con- 
stter of MA Us+ This was her reasoning upon the 
eed subject, and you will not, I ain sure, he- 
tended MEe’'© £0 say, that her reasoning was unde- 
neat i uably just. Therefore, said she, I claim 

Lely for petiwission to see my child, as other mo- 

ey thot fmmte's see their children, seeing that 1 have 

ae aail ‘one no act that ought to deprive me of 
ee al vat right of nature; and, she adds, if 
and if ure be any doubt upon this point, after 

» doult he full and clear acquittal which was pro- 

i al winced in my favour against the calumnies 









Which my perjured and suborned traducers 
Had raised against me; if there remain 
‘ty doubt as to this point, let there be a 
rsh inquiry or Jet me not be treated as a 
wlty woman, as a mother unworthy of 
being permitted to bave an intercourse 
vith her daughter. 
pt Such was the complaint of the Princess 
s reac Peis Pp 
in the fim Wales, and what sort of an answer does 
he report give te this complaint ? Does 


+ would 
perusal 
rs and 
r to the 
Course, 
t failed 


yr. of i 





ly oo a deny the allegations with regard to the 
Jered 3 robibition of an intercourse with her 
0 to the ‘ughter? Does it deny, that the natural 
., let seclusion to be drawn from that prohibi- 
ow [a 2 1s injurious to the mother’s reputation ? 


Hoes it deny, the clear and complete ac- 
Mittal of the Princess with regard to the 
harges that had been brought against her ? 


sfactory 





he wa 








laughte Noes it deny, that she was traduced by 
preset! mesons perjured and suborned? No: it 
ting hee “’s none of these; it evades all these 







- once Se 4ts ; it touches upon no one of them, 
n to a cept, indeed, that of the perjured and 
ercout¢fmer’>orned traducers, and, a to that, it 





nly says that the Prince himself was not 


Sie 
, *suborner, and that he had no know- 











ledge of a subornation having been resorted 
to; an assertion, by the bye, which the 
Princess’s Letter does not appear to have 
called for, seeing that it does not charge 
the Prince with that base and detestable 
act. 

To me it appears, therefore, that this 
report contains no answer at all to the 
Letter of the Princess. It says, indeed, 
that the Prince has laid the Documents re- 
lating to the inquiry of 1806, and also 
other documents and evidence before the 
privy council; but it does not say whut 
other documents or what other evidence 
these were ; and it does not intimate to her 
that her challengeto a fresh inquiry has been, 
or is to be accepted. It informs her, that, 
after examiuing all these documents and 
this evidence, the intercourse between the 
Princess and her daughter ought to conti- 
nue to be subject to regulation and re- 
straint; but it does not say what sort of 
regulation; it does not mark out what 
degree of restraint; it does not say whe- 
ther it ought to be a week, or a fortnight, 
or any greater or less period, that ought to 
form the interval of the visits between the 
mother and her child. 

Again, therefore, I say, that, as to the 
main point, and, indeed, as to all the 
main points, in the Letter of Her Royal 
Highness, this Report contains no answer 
at all, Yet, without containing an answer 
to the Letter, without clearly denying any 
of its allegations, and without attempting 
to controvert any part of its reasoning, the 
Report does seem, as Her Royal Highness 
Says, to Cast an aspersion upon her. For, 
it gives, as the grounds of the opinion that 
the intercourse between her and her daugh- 
ter ought to be subject to restraint; it 
gives, as the grounds of this opinion, a 
conclusion drawn from a perusal of the do- 
cuments and evidence produced to the 
Privy Council, relating to the conduct of 
the mother; the inevitable inference to 
be drawn from which is, that the conduct 
of the mother, according to those docu- 
ments and the evidence, appeared to be not 
what it ought to have been, and such ds 
justified, if not called for, that regulation 
and restraint which was recommended. 

This is so clear, that I will not suppose 
it possible for any man to entertain a dewbt 
upon the subject. If the Report, without 
saying any thing about documents or evi~ 
dence, had said, that it was right, that the 
mother should be restricted in her visits te 
her daughter; if it had said thi, without 
giving apy reason for it, without assigning 
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any cause, the Princess might still have 
had reason to complain of the hardship; 
but she would have had no ground whereon 
to found a new complaint of an aspersion 
upon ber character. The Report, on the 
contrary, by bringing forward the docu- 
ments of 1506, and also other documents 
and evidence as the cause of the restraint, 
certainly called for that reply which the 
Princess gave in her Letter to the Speaker 


. z re | 
of the House of Commons. She there 


calls for the interference of Parliament; 
she says that she has not been permitted to 
know who have been her accusers; that 
she has not been allowed to be heard in 
ber defence; and that, while she is told 
in this Report, that certain documents and 
evidence have formed the ground of an 
opinion that her intercourse with her 
child ought to be subject to regulation and 
restraint, she is not suffered to know what 
those documents and that evidence are. 
Therefore, she throws herself on the wis- 
dom and justice of Parliament; she ear- 


nestly desires a full investigation of her | 


conduct during the whole period of her 
residence in this country; she says, she 
fears no scrutiny however strict, provided 
it be conducted by impartial judges, and in 
a fair and open manner, according to law; 
and she concludes with expressing a wish, 
which every just man in the world will say 
ought to be complied with; namely, that 
she may be TREATED AS INNOCENT, 
or PROVED TO BE GUILTY. 

When this letter was read to the House 
of Commons the ministers were asked, 
whether they meant to propose the adop- 
tion of any proceeding upon it, or to enter 
into -any explanations. This they deelined 
upon the ground, that as a motion was 
speedily to be proposed by Mr. Cochrane 
Johnstone, relative to the Princess, it 
would be best to defer all discussion upon 
the subject till that motion should be made. 
The motion was made, in two days after- 
wards, and a very long debate took place; 
but, the moment Mr, Cochrane Johnstone 
rose to make his motion, another motion 
was made for putting out all persons in the 
gallery and shutting the doors. This 
measure might be very proper; but I wish 
you to observe, that Mr. Cochrane John- 
stone expressed his disapprobation of it. 
He, atany rate, did not wish to keep se- 
cret any thing that might transpire ; any 
os pen might be said by any body. In- 

» as will be seen from his resolutions, 
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The resolutions 
were as follows: 


Me. C. Jounstone’s Resoxurions, 

1.—Resolved, That, from the disputes 
touching the succession to the throne, bitte: 
public animosities, tumultuous contentions, 
long and bloody civil wars, have, at various 
periods of the history of this kingdom, 
arisen, causing great misery to the good 
people thereof, grief and affliction to the 
Royal Family, and in some cases exclusion 
of the rightful Heir. That, therefore, 
loyalty and affection towards the Sovereiyn, 
and a just regard to the happiness of the 
people, call upon every subject of this 
realm, and upon this House more especial- 
ly, to neglect nothing within their power 
to prevent the recurrence of similar calamni- 
ties from a similar cause. That it has 
been stated to this House by a Member 
thereof, who has offered to prove the same 
by witnesses, at the bar of this House, that, 
in the year 1806, a Commission was issued 
under His Majesty’s Royal Sign Manual, 
authorizing and directing the then Lord 
Chancellor, Erskine, Earl Spencer, the 
then Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment, Lord Grenville, the then First 
Lord of the Treasury, and the then and 
present Lord Chief Justice, Ellenborough, 
to inquire into the truth of certain written 
declarations, communicated to His Majesty 
by His Royal Highness the Prince of 
Wales, touching the conduct of Her Royal 
Highness the Princess of Wales. That 
the said Commissioners, in pursuance ol 
the said authority and direction, did enter 
into an examination of several witnesses, 
aud that they delivered to His Majesty 2 
report of such examination, and also ol 
their judgment of the several parts alleged 
against Her Royal Highness, which Re- 
port, signed by the four Commissioners 
aforesaid, and dated on the 14th of July, 
1806, was accompanied with copies of tht 
declarations, examinations, depositions, a4 
other documents on which it was founded. 
That it has been stated to this House, 
in manner aforesaid, that the said writtes 
accusations against Her Royal Highness 
expressly asserted, § That Her Royal High- 
ness had been pregnant in the year 180%, 
in consequence of an illicit intercourse, 
that she had in the same year been secretly 
delivered of a male child, which child had 
ever since that period been brought up »Y 
Her Roya] Highness in her own house, 
under her immediate inspection, ——Th* 
the Report further stated, that the Comm 
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$33] 
sioners ‘ first examined on oath the principal 
‘nformants, Sir John Douglas and Charlotte 
his wife, who both positively swore, the 
former to his having observed the fact of the 
pregnancy of Her Royal Highness, and the 
otherto all the important particulars contain- 
ed in her former declaration, and before re- 
ferred to,’ and thatthe Report added, ‘ that 
the examinations are annexed to the Report, 
and are circumstantial and positive. 
That the Commissioners, after the above 
statements, proceeded in their said Report 
to state to His Majesty that they thought it 
their duty to examine other witnesses as to 
the facts in question, and that they stated, 
as the result of such farther examination, 
‘their perfect conviction that there is no 
foundation whatever for believing that the 
child now with the Princess is the child of 





MARGH 13, 1813.—Arincess of Wales. 





[334 


sioners to have taken them imtheir capacity 
of Justices of the Peace) possess a legal 
character; but that no legal decision has 
yet been made upon any of the important 
facts stated in these depositions and exami- 
nations, and that it has not yet been legally 
decided that the fact positively sworn to, 
of Her Royal Highness having been deli- 
vered of a male child in the year 1802, is 
not true. That in any claim to the sue- 
cession to the Throne, which, by possibi- 
lity, at least, may hereafter be set up, by 
any aspiring personage possessed of great 
power, the circumstantial and positive evi- 
dence of Sir John Douglas, and of Char- 
lotte his wife, if again called for, would 
still retain all its legal character and 
weight, while it might happen, that the 
evidence on the other side might, from 





Her Royal Highness, or that she was deli- | death or other causes, be found deticient ; 
vered of any child in 1802, or that she | and that there can be no doubt that if it 
was pregnant in that year,’ and that the should hereafter be made to appear, that 
Commissioners added, * That this was their | the facts sworn to by Lady Douglas are true, 
clear and umanimous judgment, formed | and if the identity of the male child so 
upon full deliberation, and pronounced | born should be proved, he would be the 
without hesitation, on the result of the | legal heir to the throne, notwithstanding 


whole inquiry.——~That the Noble Lords 
composing the Commission aforesaid had 
not, and could not, in that capacity, have 
any legal power te pronounce a judgment 
or decision in the case; that the matter of 
charge submitted to them as a subject of in- 
quiry amounted to a charge of high treason, 
acrime known to the laws, and, therefore, 
triable only in a known Court of Justice; 
that if, as Justices of the Peace, (a charac- 
ter belonging tothem as Privy Councillors), 
they were competent to receive informations 
and take examinations regarding the con- 
duct of Her Royal Highness, they had no 
legal power im that capacity, nor in any 
other capacity that could be given to them, 
(0 pronounce an acquittal or a condemna- 
tion upon the charge referred to them; for 
that, to admit them to have been competent 
to acquit, is to admit them competent to 
have foand guilty, and this would be to 
admit their competence to have sen: Her 
Royal Highness to an ignominious death, in 
Virtue of a decision founded on selected ex 
parle evidence, taken before a secret tribunal. 
——That the whole Report, as far as it 
relates to the judgment of the Commission- 
ers, (if the making of it be not an unlawful 
act), is, at least, of no legal validity, and, 
in the eye of the law, leaves the question 
o the guilt or innocence of Her Royal 
Highness where the Commissioners first 

it; that the depositions and exami- 


tations upon oath (supposing the Comumis- 





| 
| 





any assertions, or any proofs, relating to the 
alleged illicit intercourse of Her Royal 
Highness the Princess of Wales. That, 
therefore, the honour of Her Royal High- 
ness the Princess of Wales, the sacred right 
of the Princess Charlotte of Wales, the 
safety of the throne, and the tranquillity of 
the country, do all unite, in a most impe- 
rious call on this House, to institute now, 
while the witnesses on both sides are still 
living, and while all the charges are capa- 
ble of being clearly established, or clearly 





| disproved, an ample and impartial investi- 


gation of all the allegations, facts, and cir- 
cumstances appertaining to this most impor- 


| tant subject of inquiry. 


I].—Reso.ivep, That an humble address 
be presented to His Royal Highness the 
Prince Regent, requesting that His Royal 
Highness will be graciously pleased to 
order, that a copy of a Report made to His 
Majesty on the 14th day of July, 1806, by 
the then Lord Chancellor, Erskine, Earl 


Spencer, Lord Grenville, and Lord Chief 
Justice Ellenborough, touching the conduct 
of Her Royal Highness the Princess of 


Wales, be laid before the House, together 


with the copies of the following written 
documents annexed to the Report, namely, 


The Narrative of His Royal Highness 
the Duke of Kent, dated the 27th of Decem- 


ber, 1805. 
Two written Declarations, or Examina- 


tions, of Sarah Lampert; one dated Chel-_ 
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tenham, 8th of January, 1806, and the other 
the 29th of March, 1806. 

One of Mr. Lampert, baker, Chelten- 
bam, same date with the last. 

Four of William Cole, dated 11th Janu- 
ary, 14th January, SOth January, and 23d 
February, 1806. 

One of Robert Bidgood, dated Temple, 
4th April, 1806. 

One of Sarah Bidgood, dated Temple, 
23d April, 1806. © 

One of Frances Lloyd, dated Temple, 
12th May, 1806. 

The King’s Warrant for holding the 
Commission, dated the 29th May, 1806. 

Deposition of Lady Douglas, dated the 
Ist of June, 1806. 

Deposition of Sir John Douglas, dated 
the ist of June, 1806. 

Deposition of Robert Bidgood, dated the 
6th of June, 1806. 

Deposition of William Cole, dated the 
6th June, 1806. 

Deposition of Frances Lloyd, dated the 
7th of June, 1806. 

Deposition of Mary Wilson, dated the 
7th of June, 1806. 

Deposition of Samuel Roberts, dated the 
7th of June, 1806. 

Deposition of Thomas Hikeman, dated 
the 7th of June, 1806. 

Deposition of J. Picard, dated the 7th of 
June, 1806. 

Depos 
7th of June, 1806. 

Letter from Lord Spencer to Lord Gwy- 
dir, 20th of June, 1806. | 

Letter from Lord Gwydir to Lord Spen- 
cer, 20th of June, 1806. 

Letter from Lady Willoughby to Lord 
Spencer, 21st of June, 1806. 

Extracts from the Register of Brownlow- 
street Hospital, dated 23d of June, 1806. 

Deposition of Elizabeth Gosden, dated 
23d of June, 1806, 

Deposition of Betty Townley, dated 25th 
of June, 1806. 

Deposition of Thomas Edmonds, dated 
25th of June, 1806. 

Deposition of Samuel G, Mills, dated 
25th of June, 1806. 

Deposition of Hamit Fitzgerald, dated 
27th of June, 1806. 

Letter from Lord Spencer to Lord Gwy- 
dir, dated Ist of July, 1806. 

Letter from Lord Gwydir to Lord Spen- 
cer, dated Sd July, 1806. coke Fie 

Query to Willoughby, wer 
dated 3d of July, 1806. ; 

Farther Depositions of Robert Bidgood, 
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ition of Sophia Austin, dated the 
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Deposition of Sir Francis Milman, dated 
3d of July, 1806. 

Deposition of Mr. Lisle, dated $d July, 
1806. 

Letter from Sir Francis Milman to the 
Lord Chancellor, dated 4th July, 1806. 
Deposition of Lord Cholmondeley, dated 
6th July, 1806. 


The debate upon these resolutions appears 
to have been of great length; but as the 
galleries were shut, a mere sketch of it has 
gone forth to the world. That sketch, 
however, (which I have inserted below) 
will shew, that, in whatever degree the 
different speakers might vary in their opi- 
nions ‘as to other points, they were all 
perfectly of accord, that there existed no 
grounds of charge against the mother who 
was restricted in her visits to her only 
child. The Honourable mover of the re- 
solutions said there may exist doubts, as to 
the innocence of the Princess; 1f not at this 
time, there may hereafter exist doubts with 
regard to that innocence; and, therefore, 
while all the witnesses are alive, while all 
the testimony is forth coming, while all the 
means of proof are at hand, let us inquire, 
and for ever put an end to these doubts, 
and to the possibility of doubt. No, no, 
no, said the ministers, the innocence of 
the Princess is so clearly established; all 
the charges.against her so manifestly void of 
foundation, tliat inquiry is not only not ne- 
cessary, but that to inquire would be doing 
injustice to the Princess, by seeming to alluw 
that there are persons in the world who still 
entertain a doubt of her innocence. 

Mr. Cocurane Jounstone might well 
say that the day on which he made his 
motion was a proud day for} him. It was 
so, but it was a still) prouder day for she 
Princess of Wales, his, at the end of 
seven years of calumny, of base parasitical 
slander, heard herself pronounced innocent 
and her traducers perjured, 
and that, too, by the chosen ministers, by 
the confidential Servants, by the advisers 
of the Prince her husband. 

This discussion in the House of Com 
mons has, in the minds of all men of com- 
mon sense, settled the question. 
are still some persons to throw out insinui 
tions against Her Royal Highness ; but these 
are so notoriously the rs of mea 
hatred, cowardly malice, despicable im 
potence, and of every thing that is vile ™ 
man, aye, in the meanest of mankind, thi 
no one pays the smallest attention to what 

say. | 





Whether the parliament may 
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meet to adopt any proceeding upon the sub- 

ject; whether they may think it right, in 

the way of address or otherwise, to inter- 

fre in behalf of the Princess, I cannot 

pretend to say, and they are a body far too 

wise for me to presume to offer them any 

thing in the way of advice; but, I have no 

scruple to say, that I think it a fit occasion 

for the people, assembled in a constitutional 

manner, to prove, by some solemn decla- 

ration of their sentiments, that they still 

retain that love of justice and that hatred 

of false accusation, which were formerly 

prominent features in the character of Eng- 

lishmen. As to the precise way in which 

they ought to do this, it ismot for me to point 

out; but, the way will not be difficult 

o discover by men of proper feeling and of 
just minds. It is mow seven years since 

these calumnies were first circulated against 

the Princess of Wales; and, now, that 

they are} all shewn to have been false, now, 

that we are fully able to estimate all her 

sufferings and her long forbearance, it 

would be a shame indeed, if there were 

none to be found amongst us to shew that, 
we feel for her as we ought. The people 

have not, indeed, the power to punish her 

traducers; they have uot the power to re- 

place her in Carlton House; they have not 

the power to give her admission to her 

daughter: but they have the power to shew | 
to all the world, and to that daughter in 
particular, that they are lovers of Justice, 
and that they hold in abhorrence false 
accusers, cowardly and malicious calumni- 
ators, 

_ Inthe case of the Princess of Wales there 
B every thing to excite a feeling in her 
fvour, In the first place, we see that it 
was owing to no fault of, hers that her hus- 
band’s palace was no longer her place of 
abode. In the next place we see false and 
infamous accusations trumped up against 
her, and the tongue of calumny let loose, 
While she was destitute of all the means of 
defence, having by her counsellors, been 
Prevented from making public the refuta- 
on of charges, the substance of which 
charges, unaccompanied with any answer, 
bad gone forth to the world. Lastly, we 
see her denied the sight of her daughter 
€xcépt once in a fortnight, while even the 
advisers of the Prince declare her to be in- 
bocent and her traducers to be perjured. 
Such is briefly the state of her case, and I 
Say, for the whole nation to remain silent, 
nO part-of the people to give utterance 


that Englishmen have less sensibility 
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of Labrador. Talk of LIBELS, indeed ' 
What libels has she not had to endure ? 
A month has not passed over our heads 
since the writers in the Courier and Times 
newspapers poured forth libels against her, 
which no private person would have suf- 
fered to pass without prosecution. They 
called her rash, foolish, and with an inso- 
lent affectation of compassion, pointed her 
out as seduced and unfortunate. In short, 
they spoke of her in terms the most’ con- 
temptuous, they affected to pity her for 
having been so weak as to call for fresh in 
quiry into her conduct, which conduct the 

had the impudence unequivocally to describe 
as indecent to the last degree. Seven years 
of these calumnies she has had’to endure, 
and, to her immortal houour be it spoken, 
she has relied upon her innocence for the 
support of her character, and has, in no 
instance, resorted to the assistance of the 
law. She has wisely relied upon the nevere 
failing power of truth; she has relied also 
(and I hope, for the sake of the character of 
the country, she will not here be deceived) 
upon the good sense and love of justice of 


‘the people of England. 


Besides the justice due to the Princess, 
we ought to consider the light in which we 
as a nation, shall appear, in this instance, 
in the eyes of the world. It will not be 
forgotten with what addresses, what 
speeches, what exhibitions, what acclama- 
tions of joy this lady was received upon her 
arrival in England. The world will not 
forget the praises we then bestowed upon 
her, and even the gratitude we expressed 
at her having condescended to become in- 
strumental in the happiness of ourselves 
and our posterity: and, the world will 
not fail to remark, that the commencement 
of the calumnies against her, that the per- 
juries by which she was traduced took 
place in avery few months after her father 
was killed, and his successors bereft of 
their dominions! I will not impute even 
to perjured wretches the baseness of choos- 
ing such a time for the making of their at- 
tack; but the fact, as tothe time, is as I 
have stated it; and most assuredly the 
change produced by the events here spoken 
of, in the circumstances of her family, 
must have great weight in the mind of eve- 
ry considerate person. The more destitute 
she is of the means of protection from any 
other quarter, the stronger is her claim on 
the people of England; and J cannot help 
repeating my opinion, that jf the occasion 
be suffered to pass without some testimony 
of public feeling in her favour, it will be a 
great and lasting reproach (o this nation. 
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This interference on the part of the 
le is the more necessary, and at 
the same time more likely to be proper, as 
both the great political factions have left 
Her Royal Highness to her fate, or, ra- 
ther, have, each in its turn, been her 
enemies. Nay, they have not only by 
turns disclaimed her cause ; but they have 
both of them accused her of having resorted 
to the support of the “ enemies of social 
S‘ order and regular government ;”’ that is 
to say, men who meddle with politics 
without pocketing, or wishing to pocket, 
the public money. These are, in our 
country, called Jacobins and friends of 
Buoncparlé; and to these men the factions, 
who fight for the public money, have ac- 
cused the Princess of resorting for advice 
and support. If this accusation be true 
(and I have no inclination to deny it), it 
appears that she has not made a bad choice 
at last. She has not been betrayed this 
time, at any rate. Until now her conduct 
has been an object of calumny with her 
enemies and of suspicion with many good 
people ; but, by following the advice of 
the Jacobins, she has silenced the former 
and removed the doubts of the latter. If 
her husband were to take a little advice 
from the same source, it would, I am per- 
suaded, be full as well for him. The 
Princess has, in fact, made her appeal’to 
the people. She has published her com- 
ey She has called upon the people 
their opinion upon the merits of her 
case; and, though that opinion has been 
pronounced without hesitation in private, 
it wants, in order to give it its full effect, 
to be expressed in a public, solemn, and 
authentic manner. 

In a future Letter it will give me great 
pleasure to te!l you that this has been done; 
and, in the meanwhile, I remain your 
faithful friend, 

Wu. COBBETT. 





REPORT 
(Copied from the Times‘ News-paper of the 6th 


) 
Of a Debate in the House of Commons on 
_ 5th heed — 1813, relative to 
R ighness the Princess © 
Wales, | 
(N.B. I insert this Report just as I find 


it printed 5 but, I think it ‘right to observe, 
that it is said to be’ a very imperfect sketeh 


’ of the real debate; and’ J think it my daty } 1 


to state most distinctly,—that J'do not im 


peony ad 









lished; and I further say, that ¥ think th, 
public should wait and HEAR Sir oj, 
and Lady Douglas, before it makes up 
its mind as to the guilt of either of them. | 


Me. Cocurane JounsTone then rose, 
His motion, he stated, originated entirely 
with himself, without any communication 
with other persons. He even did no 
know that he should find one Member t 
second it. He had transmitted to the 
Princess of Wales, and to the King’s Mi. 
nisters, a copy of the Resolutions he ip. 
tended to propose. He then referred to 
the Report made by the Commissiouers of 
the Privy Council, at the command of His 
Majesty, in 1800; and the authenticity of 
which, he said, he was enabled to prove 
at the bar, if required to doso. He read 
over the charges made against Her Royal 
Highness at the time, and many of the 
particular items of those charges, with the 
concluding Report. The Princess, he 
stated, had, on receiving a copy of that 
Report, addressed a letter to His Majesty, 
a copy of which he read, (this letter was 
of considerable length), the authenticity of 
which he was also prepared to substanti- 
ate. The letter alluded to the malice of 
her enemies,—to her not being called upon 
to make a fair defence,—and to the parties 
not being credible witnesses. That Report 
was signed by the four Lords, Spencer, 
Grenville, Erskine, and Ellenborough. 
In March, 1807, a change took place im 
His Majesty’s Councils, and Mr. Perceval 
then prevailed upon the King to restore 
the Princess to favour: and she was ac- 
cordingly again received at Court. Since 
that time no material change had occurred 
in her situation till recently, when she liad 
received a communication from the Earl of 
Liverpool, by which she was informed, 
that her accustomed intercourse with the 
Princess Charlotte was to be abridged. 
This produced Her Royal Highness’s Let- 
ter to the Prince Regent, and led to the 
late reference of the case to certain Mem- 
bers of the Privy Council. In his opinion, 
the four Lords Commissioners in 1806 
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3y Douglas’s deposition, who swore to the 
pregnancy in 1802, remained uncontra- 
dicted. In what a state would the country 
be placed, if this proceeding was again to 
be called for, and the evidence of Lady 
Douglas produced ; while that of witnesses 
on the other side, could not, from death 
or other causes, be obtained? It was, 
therefore, the bounden duty of Parliament 
to provide against such an event. He 
called to the recollection of the House, that 
no proceedings had been instituted against 
Sir John or Lady Douglas, for defaming 
the character of the Princess. He thought 
that the confidential servants of the Prince 
Regent ought to send the Princess copies 
of all letters and papers concerning her 
conduct since 1806, as far, at least, as it 
was alluded to in the proceedings on the 
late Report. A strict and impartial inves- 
tigation of her conduct ought certainly to 
take place. In the task he had under- 
taken, he was actuated only by a conscien- 
tious sense of his duty as a Member of 
Parliament. After various other remarks, 
the Hon. Member concluded by moving 
two Resolutions. The first was of great 
length, recapitulating the contents of all 
ihe reports and papers concerning Her 
Royal Highness. The second was for an 
Address to His Royal Highness the Prince 
Regent, praying His Royal Highness to lay 
the whole of the documents before the 
House, together with all other papers re- 
lative thereto.. 

Mr. Jous Wuarron seconded the mo- 
tion, 

Lord CasT.ereacs rose and said, he 
iclt that he should act most: consistently 
With his duty in confining himself to expla- 
hetion, with respect to parts of the Hon. 
Member's speech, which: would tend to 
suard the House against those false impres- 
‘tons Which it might otherwise excite, The 
wode of proceeding adopted by the Hon. 
Member : wT 

Was somewhat singular. His first 
Resolution was, in fact, even in his own 
View of it, without any proof. His second 
Kesolution called for those very papers, as 
liatters of information, on which his first 
Resolution was founded; as if they were 
iatters oficertain knowledge. He did not 
Pe to it in the. way of cavil against 

P ing, but surely if there were 
ounds for the Resolutions, the second 
have beeu the preliminary one; as 


‘ty be adopted by the:House,. The'only 
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the Throne, as required the interference of 
Parliament. He should not enter into any 
detailed inquiry as to the legality of the 
Privy Council acting as a tribunal in their 
proceedings on this subject; but he would 
state, that he was perfectly satisfied, that 
they were fully competent to inquire, 
whether there were, or were not, sufficient 
grounds of charge for putting the Princess 
of Wales on her defence. The present 
motion, however, did not go to the extent 
of settling the question, whether any such 
proceedings were, or were not, necessary, 
But he must say, that if the Commissioners 
were not competent to decide upon the 
charges against her Royal Highness of be- 
ing pregnant in the year 1802, the House 
of Commons was certainly not the proper 
tribunal for deciding on such a question.— 
If, on the other hand, no actual criminality 
was imputed to her Royal Highness, that 
House was equally an improper tribunal for 
deciding on that question. If, again, every 
shade in the conduct of the Princess of 
Wales, from the highest degree of guilt 
down to the lowest levity, were to be consi- 
dered, that House was not, certainly, the 
place where such matters should be discuss- 
ed. He must also observe, that if any un- 
fortunate disputes or disunions existed be- 
tween any members or branches of the 
Royal Family, any discussion in the House 
of Commons could serve only to: increase 
alienation, to augment the evil, and’ to 
widen the breach. ‘The only solid practi- 
cal ground, therefore, on which Parlia- 
ment could proceed, would be, that doubts 
attached to the succession to the Crown. 
But in the present case there was not the 
smallest doubt entertained upon that sub- 
ject. The Commissioners in 1806, from 
their known character, and high legal qua- 
lifications, were certainly fit persons to de- 
cide upon that question ; and they had de- 
cided, and no doubts remained on their 
minds that required the necessity of Parlia- 
mentary interposition, They did not make 
a comparative inquiry into the weight of 
the evideuce of Lady Douglas, as compar- 
ed with, or contrasted to, that of other 
witnesses ; but they deeided, that they lad 
traced the whole history of the child so 
completely and satisfactorily, that uo pos- 
sible doubt could remain that it’ was not 
born.of the Princess of Wales, but of ano- 
ther woman, named Sophia Austin. Nor, 
indeed, did this decision rést only on their 
Report, for it was afterwards referred 
other confidential servants of His Majesty, 
who a solemn judgment, confirming 
the Heport of the firét Conimissioners, ‘The 
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supposed doubt respecting the succession, 
was, therefore, rebutted by the. authority 
of the first Commissioners of the first Ca- 
binet ; and also by that of the subsequeut 
Cabinet, to whom the matter was referred, 
and who confirmed the same judgment. I! 
any doubt found its way into the mind ol 
Parliament, he would not deny, in the ab- 
stract, that no case might exist, as to the 
question of Succession, which it might be 
the duty of Parliament to examine; but 
would the Honourable Gentleman say, that 
alter all those authorities which he had stat- 
ed, it would be regular or rational for Par- 
liament to interfere? Would not such in- 
terference rather serve to originate doubts, 
where uo doubts existed; and give counte- 
nance to suspicions, contrary to the repeat- 
ed declarations of all parties, that no case 
whatever had been made out, to require 
any such interference on the part of Parlia 
ment? The Hon, Gentleman himself had 
made his statement in such a manner as to 
shew that he entertained no doubts upon 
the subject: yet when neither he, nor any 
other Member, had any doubt respecting 
the legitimacy of the Succession, he called 
upon Parliament to legislate. It was per- 
fectly true that there had been no prosecu- 
tion entered into, of Lady Douglas; her 
evidence was taken by the Commissioners 
in the discharge of their duty;. and. the 
Hon, Gentleman should have stated in can- 
dour, that the first Cabinet recommended 
that no proceedings should be had, unless 
the Crown Lawyers deemed it advisable to 
prosecute Lady Douglas for perjury. A 
case was laid before them; and though they 
were satished as to the perjury, they, ne- 
vertheless, saw great difficulties in the way 
of establishing it by Jegal evidence, and, 
therefore, they did not advise prosecution. 
If he were so disposed, he might use some 
grounds of personal complaint against the 
Hon. Member, for he had transgressed the 
rules of his parliamentary duty, in stating 
that Mr, Perceval had prevailed upon the 
Cabinet to espouse the cause of the Prin- 
cess of Wales. The Cabinet had acted de- 
liberately and conscientiously in the busi- 
ness, and had advised that there were no 
reasons why her Royal Highness should not 
be admitted again to the presence of the 
Sovereign, agreeably to the recommenda- 
tion of the former Cabinet, with whom, in- 
deed, it had originated. The Hon. Mem- 
ber had stated with a marked emphasis, 





; 








which was to have the evidence reduced to 
writing, in order to submitting it to legal 
consideration. Then his Royal Highness 
felt it to be his duty to communicate the 
charges to his Royal Father, with whom, 
and with whose Cabinet, and not with his 
Royal Highness himself, the whole affair 
had from that time remained. He could 
really see no necessity for pursuing the sub- 
ject of this discassion any farther. It could 
not be properly brought forward, except 
on the presumption that some doubts exist- 
ed relative to the succession to the Crown; 
and he trusted, that in what he had said, 
he had convinced the House that no such 
doubts did exist. Calling for further in- 
formation, if agreed to, would only be the 
means of gratifying private curiosity, by 
making Parliament the instrument of pro- 
curing that gratification, that taste for ca- 
lumny, which was so much the rage at the 
present moment. He should trust to the 
indulgence of the House, to explain farther 
in reply, in case other circumstances were 
touched upon, which might render farther 
explanations necessary: and he hoped that 
the House would not tolerate suspicions or 
doubts, where none whatever existed, by 
adopting the motion of the Hon. Gentle 
man. 

Sin Samuer Romitty commenced by 
observing, that the Hon. Member. (Mr. 
Cochrane Johnstone) had indulged himself 
in terms of such strong censure of the Ad- 
ministration of 1806, as to render it im- 
possible for him to preserve silence. No 
man who knew them, would throw the 
slightest shade of disrespect or suspicion on 
the conduct of those four Noble Lords, 
who composed that Commission of Inqui- 
ry. With respect to himself, he had to 
say, that he was consulted by his Royal 
Highness, in his professional capacity, up- 
on the subject; and was, he believed, s¢- 
lected for that purpose, by the recommen- 
dation of the late Lord Thurlow, that he 
might give his opinion on this very delicate 
investigation, After having considered it 
with the utmost care and anxiety, he ad- 
dressed a Letter to, his Royal Highness, 
containing his sentiments on the matter, 
in December, 1805. After he gave that 
opinion, his Royal Highness took every 
possible means to ascertain what credit was 
due to the parties, whose testimony had 
been given. In thechange of Administra 
tion which shortly followed, he had the 


y | honour of being appointed Solicitor-Gene- 
ral; and in Fa geo he received 


His *s commands to confer with 
Lord on this important business 
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Lord Thurlow desired him to tell the 
prince of Wales, that the information was 
of anature much too important for his Roy- 
al Highness not to take some proper steps 
in consequence. This he communicated to 
the Prince of Wales, and in a short time 
afterwards, the facts as stated, were sub- 
mitted to some of the King’s Ministers. 
Anauthority was then issued under the 
King’s Sign Manual to certain Members of 
the Privy Council, to take up the investi- 
gation of the whole of the case. Many 
meetings were held, and many witnesses 
were examined thereupon; and he {Sir S. 
Romilly) was the only other person pre- 
sent besides the Commissioners, at these 
examinations, which were conducted by 
the four Noble Lords mentioned, and he 
took down all the depositions. He must 
declare in the most solemn manner, that no 
inquiry was ever conducted with greater 
impartiality, nor was there ever evinced a 
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was, therefore, of opinion, that the motion 
ought to be negatived. 

Mr. Wuitsreav observed, that the 
Hon. Member who had brought forward 
the present motion had stated his intention 
to him; and he had told him, that he 
thought his first Resolution could not be 
adopted, He, therefore, did not rise in 
support of it, for he concurred in much that 
had fallen from the Noble Lord opposite ; 
and thought that, at this period at least, 
no such motion should be entertained by 
the House, as might render it the vehicle 
of communicating to the public at large, 
those matters which it was much better 
Should be suppressed. He must, how- 
ever, remind the Noble Lord of his ex- 
pression of his readiness to make explana- 
tions, particularly with respect to the 
more recent parts of these transactions. If 
the House dismissed this subject without 
any farther explanations or proceedings, 


more anxious desire to discharge justly a | the Princess of Wales would, in his mind, 


great public duty. 


With respect to the | be grossly injured. Her Royal Highness 


propriety of instituting proceedings against | complained to the House, of vague, and 


Lady Douglas, he should beg to state, that 


the objections to the institution of such pro- | 
ceedings, did not arise from any doubts of | 


the right of the Commissioners to adminis- 
ter an oath, as some persons had insinuated, 
nor indeed from any doubt as to whether 
the facts sworn to were true or false, but 
from other circumstances. He was prepar- 
ed to maintain, that the legality of the 
Commission, composed of certain Mem- 
bers of His Majesty’s, Privy Council, re- 
quired no other authority but the authority 
of the King, directing them to inquire into 
the circumstances of a charge of High 
Treason: and that it was not only their 
right, but their duty to go into such inqui- 
ry. Ought a bill, for instance, to be sent 
down, at once, to a Grand Jury of the 
county of Middlesex, without any prelimi- 
nary proceedings? No man, he believed, 
who was acquainted with the duty imposed 
upon the King’s Privy Councillors, would 
hazard such an assertion, It was their du- 
ly to inquire into all matters of a treasona- 
le nature, before they referred them to 
the regular tribunals for trial. In the recent 
Case, for instance, of Margaret Nicholson, 
the Privy Council found the woman to be 
insane ; and no proceedings whatever were 
instituted against her. Sir Samuel Romil- 
ly argued at some length, in proof of the 
pl righe of the Privy Council to act as a 
‘ribunal of investigation for the purpose 
Fa of which, no 


could reasonably be entertained. sey 


| 
i 
! 
| 
| 


| 
| 





ambiguous blame thrown upon her, and 
demanded explanation at least. By the 
common uncontradicted rumour, it ap- 
peared that she had: addressed a letter to 
the King, impeaching the proceedings of 
the four Noble Lords who were the Com- 
missioners in 1806; and it should be re- 
membered, that in so doing, she was un- 
derstood to be acting under the advice of 
Mr. Perceval. Lord Eldon, it was also 
stated, approved of that letter.’ The same 
was said of Sir T. Plumer, now His Ma- 
jesty’s Attorney-General, who, being pre- 
sent, could contradict the assertion if it 
were untrue. He wished to know from 
the Noble Lord opposite, whether with 
the privity and knowledge of those persons, 
and for the purpose of making Her Royal 
Highness’s innocence manifest to the 
world, a work was not printed, intended 
to be published and circulated throughout 
England and Europe? When the : Noble 
Lord talked of an appetite for slander and 
calumny, was he not aware that newspa- 
pers had lately teemed with paragraphs 
and extracts, the tendency of which was 
to libel the Princess of Wales? Was not 
the public mind in a state of agitation 
on this subject, which it was highly ex- 
pedient to allay ? Nobody doubted that Lady 
Douglas was a perjured person; but though 
that was not doubted, she still remained a 
witness: and, ee a 
check ought to be put to the propagation 
ambiguous reports. It appeared that her 
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Royal Highness, finding the intercourse 
between her and the young Princess was 
restricted more and more, addressed a let- 
ter to the Prince Regent, which was twice 
returned unopened. At length, it seems, 
it was read to his Royal Highness, and the 
cold answer returned was, that Ministers 
had received no commaands on the subject. 
That letter at last found its way into the 
public prints; and then his Royal High- 
ness, not as the Head of his Family, but as 
Prince Regent, by the advice of Ministers, 
summoned a Privy Council to consult what 
he should do: and the extraordinary advice 
of this Privy Council to his Royal High- 
ness was, not to refer to the present con- 
duct of the Princess of Wales, but to the 
evidence of 1806 or 7! Was there ever 
advice so preposterous, andso cruel! The 
levities of her Royal Highness in 1806 
were to be punished in 1813, more severely 
than was thought necessary in former years, 
by increased restrictions and restraints ! 
Mr. W. then adverted to the opinion lately 
given by the legal advisers of the Prince 
Regent, which had but recently been made 
known, and which stated, that, according, 
to their experience, cases not of graver im- 
port might be sent toa jury. Here then, 
it would appear, there must be doubts as to 
the succession to the Throne$ When the 
Noble Lord and his Colleagues framed 
their last Report, had they not all this 
before them? If so, let the House see 
what this Cabinet did, who, in 1807, pro- 
nounced a verdict of entire acquittal on the 


part of her Royal Highness, and who fast- | 
ened such serious imputations on her in | 


1813! By the advice of Lord Eldon and 
Mr. Perceval, as it was understood, the 
Princess of Wales threatened publicity to 
the former proceedings, and then she was 
re-admitted at Court. Her advisers must, 
at that period, have been fully persuaded 
of her innocence, or they never would have 
recommended her to risk such a publication 
to the world. Mr. W. then commented 
on the various circumstauces connected with 
the transactions of 1807, when an unani- 
mous opinion was declared, that all the 
particulars of the Princess’s conduct, to 
which any character or colour of crimina- 
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her, and to receive her at once, in the 
manner due to her exalted rank-and statioy 
in the community: But now, in 1813, 
was raked up the old evidence of 1806, by 
some of those very persons, in order to de. 
fame her, and punish her by additional 
restrictions! Ought she to submit to these 
imputations? Ought not that House t 
interfere? The Nobile Lord, indeed, had 
observed, that any of her Royal Highness’s 
legal advisers who chose to do 80, might 
come forward in her behalf. There was ; 
time when she did not want legal advisers, 
—when Mr. Perceval, and Lord Eldon, and 
others, were her legal advisers! But one 
of them was now dead, and the others had 
become mute! He had declared last night, 
that if no one else did, he would stand up, 
not as her advocate, but for the cause of 
justice. She ought not to be the only 
person in this country, so famed for its hu- 





viser. What recourse was left to her but 
an appeal to the justice of Parliament? 
Her request to the Prince Regent was si- 
milar to that of Anne Boleyne to Henry the 
VIIIth,—* Prove me guilty, or admit me 
to be innocent!’ ‘ The Speaker of the 
House of Lords has twice returned her 
letter, as we hear, unopened. You, Sir, 
(addressing the Speaker) have, with great 
propriety, submitted the letter which you 
| have received, to our consideration. Suppose 
_ you had refused to present her petition! It 
might have happened, Sir, that nobody 
else .would have presented it. The Ho- 








| nourable Gentleman, who is the mover of 
this question, once gave” in a_ petition, 
which he told me 135 Members had re- 
fused to present. This might have been 
the situation of the Princess of Wales.” 
Mr. W. then moved as an amendment (0 
the motion, that alter the word © that,’ the 


tathe Prince Regent, praying that a copy 
of the Report to which her Royal High- 
ness had referred, be laid before the 
House.” fo 


Loro CasTLereaGH was sorry to trouble 
the House a second time, but trusted to 


their indulgence. He could assure the 
Hon. Gentleman who spoke last, that he 
was glad to find the question in his hands, 
ashe had met it ina manly manner, 

had put it on the true s, of an attack 
on the Ministers of the day. He denied 
that the opinions of the Members of the 
Privy Council who the minute were 
b on all the Ministers of the days 
who were not then consulted; or that he; 





as a Minister, could be viewed as 2"! 





manity, without a friend, or.a legal ad- § 


following should be adopted: ** An address. 
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arty tothe advice of Mr. Perceval, in his 
rofessional capacity. He disclaimed any 
»owledge of the circulation of paragraphs 
flecting on her Royal Highness. He 
‘ished she had still such advisers as Mr. 
Perceval; then such a letter. would have 
ither been written nor published. As 


» the letter being returned unopened, it 


ms an unfortunate circumstance attached 
o the separation of the Prince and Princess, 
hat all correspondence had been at an end, 

t it might aggravate the existing misun- 
derstanding. ‘That was not the first letter 
hich had been so returned. The restrictions 
nthe intercourse between the Princess and 
her daughter was not of that vindictive 
ature, Which might be called punish- 
ment. The alteration in the visits from 
mee a week to once a fortnight, was made 
hen the young Princess went to Windsor, 
0 prevent the interruption ef her education 
by too frequent visits totown, and was not 
ntended to be continued when she should 
turn to London to reside. All the cir- 
cumstances of this part of the case, he did 
pot iol jeans in submitting. They had 
ppeared, however, sufficient to men of as 
ionourable minds as the Hon. Gentleman. 
€ must say, that the publication of the 
etter was such an appeal to the country 
nt, and such an ap- 
peal to the daughter against the father, as 
0 render every change in the plan impos- 
ible. Of all the passages in it, he most 
“lsapproved of that canting one about Gon- 


Himation. There was no restraint on the 


alercourse between the Princess of Wales, 


and the Rev, Bishop of Exeter: and if she 


ad communicated with that ‘Prelate, she 
must have known that the King, from reli- 


pl0us motives, had enjoined that her con- 
Armation should not take 


ace till she at- 


dined the age of 18. His” oyal Highness 
ac ( to advise with his ser- 
aus in his anxiety to discharge every part 


his important trusts with the test 


attention to the public welfare. ‘He should 


‘sist, therefore, the production of the do- 
“Its, since : nd 
Sik Tuomas Puumer hay been per- 

mally alluded to, hoped for a short indul- 

hether he was 
being her Royal: Highness’ 


then gave ; or for his now having 
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Thad, in that advice, the satisfaction of 
being joined by Mr. Perceval, who was not 
then in the Cabinet, but a professional 
man. Alb he should say was, that he 
never discovered any just foundation for the 
charges’ made against the Princess. Cer 
tainly he was not one of her.advisers now. 
The situation he held would probably have 
ee him from that: but he had not 

applied to, and he presumed her Royal 
Highness employed those in whom she had 
more confidence. 

Tue Hon. Mar. Branp admitted the 
competency of the Privy Council in the 
case they had before them; but contended, 
that their report exposed the affairs of the 
country to much difficulty and danger. He 
made various animadversions on the speech 
of the Noble Lord, and concluded by ob- 
serving, that if they refused to entertain 
the application of the Princess, they re- 
fused justice to the first subject in the 
country. 

Mr. Stuart Wort ey said, he felt 
warmly on the subject as a man of honour. 
He could not vote either for the original 
motion, or for the amendment: but yet he 
did not think that the Noble Lord had 
given a satisfactory answerto either of them. 
He was extremely averse to seeing the 
Royal Family dragged, year after year, be- 
fore the House of Commons. He thought 
the Noble Lords, the Commissioners, went 
further, in the first instance, than the case 
seemed to require;.and that they should 
have confined themselves to the criminal 
charge alone, with a view to the possible 
proceedings on which their advice was 
taken. . The first report of some of the pre- 
sent Ministers advised the King to receive the 
Princess; and new this last Report raked 
up old documents, on which they had ac- 
quitted her Royal Highness before. If the 
Prince Regent. had said, ** As your hus- 
band, and as the father of your child, I 
choose to restrict you to visiting her once 
in a week,” the public might have been 
satished with an arrangement which it was 
his right to make, if he thought fit. 

, however, should have -been 


riods, when those accusations were 

‘on against ——+, would not s 
}and.-he that the R—— F—— 
ought not to be insensible to the events 
| which had taken place on the Continent. ~ 

| Mae, W. Sire thought, that if.a sister 
of his’ “were treated as the Princess of 
Wales had been, he should feel extremely 
sore. He regretted much that he could not 








see very clearly how redress was to be af- 


aware, that his own conduct, at those pe- . 
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forded ; and he objected to the amendment, 
not for the reasons stated by 
Lord, but because he knew sot by what 
mode of proceeding it could be followed up. 
Mr. Ponsonsy felt peculiar pain in dif- 
from the amendment proposed by 
his Hon. Friend. He knew no parliamen- 
tary grounds on which to adiene a 
Prince Regent to Jay the papers before 
House. If they had the Report before 
them, it would not enable them to form an 
accurate judgment of the case; nor could 





rived a great consolation and satisfaction 
from hearing what had just fallen from the 
Hon. Gent. who spoke last, which did him 
as much credit as the ability and zeal with 
which he had his motion of amend- 
‘ment. The only case which could have 
‘supported such a motion as that p ) 
Jhad been done away by the honourable and 
repeated sentences of acquittal which had 


been pronounced for Her Royal Highness | 
\deing so, and said, he considered this # 


in the course of the debate. He should 
therefore vote agai 


POLITICAL RECISTER.—Princess of Wales. 


the Noble | 
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like the Noble Lord, had some share j, 
the transaction of 1807, and he considerej 
the decision then pronounced as a verdict of 
complete acquittal. If he considered the pre. 



































sent Report as a revival of former charges, = 
he would not, had he been in the: Councils Vol 
of the Prince Regent, have advised His — 
Royal Highness to sign the Commission; $53 


he should have contented himself with say. 
ing, that as a father, His Royal Highoew 
had a right to control his own family, and 
as a Sovereign to educate the heir to the I 


he find any consideration that would jus-| throne. After the explanations of the gist 
tify the interference of the House of Com- | Noble Lord, he did not think the proceed. HIRE ai. 
mons. The Prince Regent had the er | ing liable to that objection. He should, " 
of any father to say how often, u all | therefore, oppose the present motion, trust - 
circumstances, his wife should visit his | ing that no future motion of the same kind Hie ‘40 
daughter: and as a Sovereign, he bad the | would come before the House, . Every man thes 
farther right of superintending the educa- | who looked to the consequences of angry — 
tion of the heiress to the Crown. He.dis- | discussions and protracted debates on such 
avowed any advice to, or interference with | subjects, would think no period so prope BOC 
the conduct of the Princess on his own | to terminate them as the , N 
part, and on that of any of those with} Mar. Bracce Baruursr justibed himsell the | 
whom he was in the habit of acting. Hej and his Colleagues in the course they had dill 
deprecated all attempts to get into power | taken. f 
by exciting family feuds and dissensions.| Ma. Canninc explained. one 
He wished that all could lay their hands on} Tae Soxiciror-Generar thought it wa 
their hearts and say the same. enough to justify the last report that th 
Lorp Castarreacn disclaimed every her's name was signed to it. Whe Be Or! 
imputation of that nature. the Princess made a complaint on so s st 
Ma. Watrsrean jmexplanation said, |lemn a point as Confirmation, it becam Sz 
that the Report threw a on the inno- | His Royal Highness to refer it to-those vere BE 
cence of the Princess of Wales. He had, | rable advisers whose names were in tit Py 
therefore, wished for its | ion, in-| Commission. Alluding.to an expression 
tending to have moved for such farther do- | Mr. Whitbread’s, referring to the opiuia 
cuments as the case might seem to require: | signed by His Royal Highness's legal »: 
but the testimonies borne,’ in the course of | visers, and wishing be had him in the My « 
this debate, in her favour, had greatly sus- | same situation in which he (the Solicitor mf 
the necessity of his motion. General) had had many in his. forvuna Be N 
> Mr. Cawnino observed, that painful ice, he said that-he should have tha fim °! tt 
as this debate must be te all, he had de- Ted onthing to fear tee the dread of exe mi 


examination vanished where there was nr 
thing to conceal. He, together with. Mr 
Adzm and Mr. Jekyl, had_ certain p 
pers.referred to them, on which they g** 
an opinion ; but which he never since 8"; 
till it was made public. 

Mr, Warrtsreap explained. 


Mz. Yonns expensed his hope, that Ut 
Mover would withdraw the original mous 
Mr. Cocurane JounsTone, decliatl 














his life... |. 
were negatived without a division — 














